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Reply to Office Action of 05/1 9/2006 

REMAIUCS/ABGUMEg^^ 
Claims I and 3-15 are pending in the applicatiou. Claims I and 3-11 stand 
rejected, and claims 14 and 15 have been allowed. Claim 1 has been amended with this paper. 

L Claim rejections under 35 U.S.C. § 112, second paragraph 

Claims 1 and 3-1 1 were rejected under 35 U.S.C § 1 12, second paragraph, as 
allegedly being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 
matter ttiat Applicants regard a? the invention. Hie Examiner stated that in claim 1, the body of 
the claim does not appear to support the preamble. The Examiner very helpfully suggested 
wording for amending the claim to provide a tangible result that would then support the 
preamble, and Applicants have followed the Examiner's suggestion to add "in order to analyze 
the fluids in Ihe microfluidic device" to the last step of the claim. Withdrawal of the rejection of 
claim 1 under § 112, second paragraph, is, therefore, respectfully requested. Applicants thank 
the Examiner for providing clear and specific directions for overcoming the rejection. 

With the amendment to claim 1, claims 3-1 1 no longer depend from a claim 
deemed by the Examiner to be indefinite and so are no longer themselves indefinite. Withdrawal 
of the rejection of claims 3-1 1 under § 1 12, second paragraph, is also tespectfidly requested. 

n. Claim reiections under 35 U.S,C. ft 101 

Claims 1 and 3-1 1 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 101 as allegedly being 
directed to non-statutojy subject matter, As previously stated, the claim has been amended as 
suggested by the Examiner. Withdrawal of the rejection of claim 1 under § 101 is, therefore, 
respectfully requested. 

With the above-described amendment to claim 1, claims 3-1 1 no longer depend 
from a claim deemed by the Examiner to be directed to non-statutoiy subject matter and so are 
no longer themselves directed to non-statutory subject matter. Withdrawal of the rejection of 
claims 3^1 1 under § 101 is also respectfully requested. 

HI- Allowed Claims 

Applicants thank the Examiner for allowing claims 14 and 15. 
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CONCLUSION 



For the foregoing rea3ons, Applicant^ belieye all the pending claims (claims 1 



and 3-15) are in condition for allowance and should be passed to issue. If the Examiner feels 
that a telephone conference would in any way expedite tlie prosecution of the application, please 
do not hesitate to call the undersigned attorney. 



CALIPER LIFE SCIENCES, INC, 

605 Fairchild Drive 

Mountiiin View, CA 94043 

Direct: 650-623^0667 

Fax; 650-623-0504 

atin . Petersen @caUperL3 -com 



CERTTFTCATR OF TR AN[5;MT.<!ST0N OR MM\JNG 

1 hereby certify UjEjt this canespondence is being ftcsimile trafmnitted to the USPTO or depositad wifh the 
United States Postal Service qs Fir^r Clftsa MaQ in an envolopa eiddressed to: Commissioner for Patents. 
P.O. Box 1450, Alpx^ndria, VA 22313-1450 on Augaat 14, 2006. by Debra B. Buras. 

Signed: '^^-/^^ I^Mn/^ 



Respectfully submitted, 




Ann C. Petersen 
Reg. No. 55.536 
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